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radiation exposure. Accordingly, the
Commission concludes that there are no
significant radiological environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action.

With regard to potential
nonradiological impacts, the proposed
action involves features located entirely
within the restricted area as defined in
10 CFR Part 20. It does not affect
nonradiological plant effluents and has
no other environmental impact.
Accordingly, the Commission concludes
that there are no significant
nonradiological environmental impacts
associated with the proposed action.

Alternatives to the Proposed Action
Since the Commission has concluded

there is no measurable environmental
impact associated with the proposed
action, any alternatives with equal or
greater environmental impact need not
be evaluated. As an alternative to the
proposed action, the staff considered
denial of the proposed action. Denial of
the application would result in no
change in current environmental
impacts. The environmental impacts of
the proposed action and the alternative
action are similar.

Alternative Use of Resources
This action does not involve the use

of any resources not previously
considered in the Final Environmental
Statement for ANO–2.

Agencies and Persons Consulted
In accordance with its stated policy,

on March 14, 1997, the staff consulted
with the Arkansas State official, Mr.
David Snellings, Director of Radiation
Control and Emergency Management,
regarding the environmental impact of
the proposed action. The State official
had no comments.

Finding of No Significant Impact
Based upon the environmental

assessment, the Commission concludes
that the proposed action will not have
a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
Commission has determined not to
prepare an environmental impact
statement for the proposed action.

For further details with respect to the
proposed action, see the licensee’s letter
dated April 11, 1996, which is available
for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC,
and at the local public document room
located at the Tomlinson Library,
Arkansas Tech University, Russellville,
AR 72801.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 16th day
of April 1997.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
William D. Beckner,
Project Director, Project Directorate VI–1,
Division of Reactor Projects III/IV, Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 97–10333 Filed 4–21–97; 8:45 am]
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The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License No. NPF–
62, issued to Illinois Power Company
(the licensee), for operation of the
Clinton Power Station, Unit No. 1 (CPS),
located in DeWitt County, Illinois.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action

The proposed amendment would
modify Technical Specification (TS)
Table 3.3.8.1–1, ‘‘Loss of Power
Instrumentation.’’ The modification
requires that interim administrative
controls be maintained in order to
minimize the potential that the Class 1E
loads will receive inadequate voltage in
the event of a degraded voltage
condition. These controls are to be
maintained until the licensee completes
planned modifications for upgrading the
degraded voltage protection
instrumentation and distribution system
for all three divisions of safety-related
AC power.

The Need for the Proposed Action

As described in CPS Licensee Event
Report 94–005, the degraded voltage
relays at CPS, and their setpoints, are
not sufficient to ensure proper operation
of all Class 1E equipment, contrary to
the current licensing basis for CPS. As
interim corrective action, the licensee
installed an undervoltage alarm for the
Division 1, 2, and 3, 4.16–kV buses and
established contingent operator actions
in order to minimize the potential that
the Class 1E loads would receive
inadequate voltage for proper operation.
Subsequent licensee review of these
interim administrative controls has
concluded that, although the use of
compensatory administrative controls
reduces the risk associated with a
degraded voltage condition, reliance on
the interim administrative controls can
potentially result in a malfunction of

equipment important to safety of a
different type than previously evaluated
in the CPS Updated Safety Analysis
Report and, therefore, constitutes an
unreviewed safety question. In addition,
the licensee has concluded that the
interim administrative controls can
result in a small reduction in the margin
of safety as defined in the CPS TSs.

The proposed amendment, requested
by the licensee in their letter dated
April 1, 1997, would modify TS Table
3.3.8.1–1, ‘‘Loss of Power
Instrumentation.’’ The proposed change
requires the interim administrative
controls to be maintained to minimize
the potential that the Class 1E loads
would receive inadequate voltage in the
event of a degraded voltage condition.
These controls are to be maintained
until the licensee completes planned
modifications for upgrading the
degraded voltage protection
instrumentation and distribution system
for all three divisions of safety-related
AC power. The new interim
administrative controls primarily
consist of system planning controls on
the voltage of the 345-kV offsite grid,
notification of plant operators under
offsite grid conditions that may result in
a degraded voltage condition if CPS
tripped off-line, and utilizing an
installed degraded voltage alarm that
will prompt operators to take action to
transfer the 4.16-kV buses to their
associated diesel generators in the event
voltage is not adequate to ensure proper
operation of the Class 1E loads.

Description of the Proposed Change
The licensee proposes to revise

footnote (b) associated with TS Table
3.3.8.1–1, ‘‘Loss of Power
Instrumentation,’’ which was
incorporated by Amendment No. 110 to
Facility Operating License No. NPF–62
to require use of the revised setpoints
for the new relays in a particular
division based on release for operations
(RFO) of the plant modification that
installs the new undervoltage relays for
that division. Specifically, the licensee
proposes to add to the note a new
sentence that reads, ‘‘Administrative
controls as described in the
‘Administrative Controls’ section of
Attachment 2 to Illinois Power
Company’s letter U–602714, dated April
1, 1997, shall be maintained until RFO
of the corresponding plant
modifications for Divisions 1, 2, and 3.’’

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The Commission has reviewed the
proposed action and concludes that
there will be no significant changes to
the facility or its operation as a result of
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the proposed action. Accordingly, the
NRC staff concludes that there are no
significant radiological environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action.

With regard to potential
nonradiological impacts, the proposed
action will not affect nonradiological
plant effluents and will have no other
environmental impact. Accordingly, the
NRC staff concludes that there are no
significant nonradiological
environmental impacts associated with
the proposed action.

Alternatives to the Proposed Action

As an alternative to the proposed
action, the staff considered denial of the
proposed action. Denial of the
application would result in no change
in current environmental impacts. The
environmental impacts of the proposed
action and the alternative action are
similar.

Alternative Use of Resources

This action does not involve the use
of any resources not previously
considered in the Final Environmental
Statement for the Clinton Power Station,
Unit No. 1, documented in NUREG–
0854.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

In accordance with its stated policy,
on April 8, 1997, the staff consulted
with the Illinois state official of the
Illinois Department of Nuclear Safety,
regarding the environmental impact of
the proposed action. The state official
had no comments.

Finding of No Significant Impact

Based upon the environmental
assessment, the Commission concludes
that the proposed action will not have
a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
Commission has determined not to
prepare an environmental impact
statement for the proposed action.

For further details with respect to the
proposed action, see the licensee’s letter
dated April 1, 1997, which is available
for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street,
NW., Washington, DC, and at the local
public document room located at the
Vespasian Warner Public Library, 310
N. Quincy Street, Clinton, IL.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 16th day
of April 1997.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Gail H. Marcus,
Director, Project Directorate III–3, Division
of Reactor Projects—III/IV, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 97–10329 Filed 4–21–97; 8:45 am]
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Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: Nuclear
Regulatory Commission.
DATE: Weeks of April 21, 28, May 5, and
12, 1997.
PLACE: Commissioners’ Conference
Room, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland.
STATUS: Public and Closed.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Week of April 21

Wednesday, April 23

10:00 a.m.
Briefing on Millstone (Public Meeting)
(Contact: Gene Imbro, 301–415–1490)

11:30 a.m.
Affirmation Session (Public Meeting)
(if needed)

1:30 p.m.
Briefing on Electric Grid Reliability

(Public Meeting)
(Contact: Ernie Rossi, 301–415–7499)

Thursday, April 24

9:00 a.m.
Briefing on Electric Utility

Restructuring (Public Meeting)
(Contact: Bob Wood, 301–415–1255)

1:30 p.m.
Briefing on Staff Response to Arthur

Andersen Study Recommendations
(Public Meeting)

(Contact: Rich Barrett, 301–415–7482)

Friday, April 25

10:00 a.m.
Meeting with Commonwealth Edison

on Response to 10 CFR 50.54 (F)
Letter (Public Meeting)

(Contact: Bob Capra, 301–415–1395)

Week of April 28—Tentative

Friday, May 2

9:00 a.m.
Meeting with Advisory Committee on

Reactor Safeguards (ACRS) (Public
Meeting)

(Contact: John Larkins, 301–415–
7360)

10:30 .m.
Meeting with Nuclear Safety Research

Review Committee (NSRRC) (Public
Meeting)

(Contact: Jose Cortez, 301–415–6596)

Noon
Affirmation Session (Public Meeting)

(if needed)

Week of May 5

Tuesday, May 6

2:00 p.m.
Brifing on PRA Implementation Plan

(Public Meeting)
(Contact: Gary Holahan, 301–415–

2884)

Wednesday, May 7

2:00 p.m.
Briefing on IPE Insight Report (Public

Meeting)
3:30 p.m.

Affirmation Session (Public Meeting)
(if needed)

Thursday, May 8

9:00 a.m.
Meeting with Advisory Committee on

Medical Uses of Isotopes (ACMUI)
(Public Meeting)

(Contact: Larry Camper, 301–415–
7231)

Week of May 12

Wednesday, May 14

2:00 p.m.
Briefing on Status of Activities with

CNWRA and HLW Program (Public
Meeting)

Thursday, May 15

10:00 a.m.
Briefing by DOE on HLW Program

(Public Meeting)
11:30 a.m.

Affirmation Session (Public Meeting)
(if needed)

2:00 p.m.
Briefing on Performance Assessment

Progress in HLW, LLW, and SDMP
(Public Meeting)

The schedule for commission
meetings is subject to change on short
notice. To verify the status of meetings
call (recording)—(301) 415–1292.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Bill Hill (301) 415–1661.
* * * * *

The NRC Commission Meeting
Schedule can be found on the Internet
at: http://www.nrc.gov/SECY/smj/
schedule.htm.

This notice is distributed by mail to
several hundred subscribers; if you no
longer wish to receive it, or would like
to be added to it, please contact the
Office of the Secretary, Attn: Operations
Branch, Washington, D.C. 20555 (301–
415–1661).

In addition, distribution of this
meeting notice over the internet system
is available. If you are interested in
receiving this Commission meeting
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